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REMARKS 

This communication is in response to the nonfinal Office Action issued January 27, 
2003. The Examiner rejected claims 1, 2, and 4-33 under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting based on claims 1-35 of U.S. Patent No. 6,458,046 to 
Halko et al (the '046 patent). 

Claim Rejections Under Double Patenting 

On page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1, 2, and 4-33 under the 
judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting based on claims 1-35 of the 
'046 patent. 

Applicants include with this Response a Terminal Disclaimer, in view of which the 
Examiner's double patenting rejections are believed to be overcome. 

In view of the foregoing, the Examiner's rejections xmder the judicially created 
doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting of claims 1, 2, and 4-33 are believed to be 
overcome. 

Additional Fees 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any insufficiency or credit-any 
overpayment associated with this application to Swidler Berlin Shereff Friedman, LLP Deposit 
Account No. 19-5127 (order no. 20002.0227). 

Conclusion 

Claims 1-33 are pending in the application. In view of the foregoing, all of the 
Examiner's rejections of the claims are believed to be overcome. The Applicant respectfizUy 
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requests reconsideration and issuance of a Notice of Allowance for all claims. Should the 
Examiner feel further communication would help prosecution, the Examiner is urged to call 
the undersigned at the telephone nimiber provided below. 



Swidler Berlin Shereff Friedman, LLP 
3000 K Street, NW 
Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20007 
(202) 424-7500 



Respectfully Submitted, 




Dated: February 2^ 2003 



Sean P. O'Hanlon 
Reg. No. 47,252 
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